
Something to think about – 
Part 1 

By Norm Olson 
 For 25 years we've waited 
and prepared for what's coming our 
way. 
 The conscience of America 
was ignited in the early 90s when 
countrymen stood up to central 
government in defiance to the ruthless 
power exhibited at Ruby Ridge and 
later at Waco. For many years the 
militia stretched and grew, seldom 
thanked, constantly suspected, 
frequently ignored, and continually 
cursed and derided by media of all 
kinds. 
 From 1994 until now, the 
militia struggled and still struggles to 
find its legitimate place in the scheme 
of modern American history. Not since 
Lexington and Concord has the 2nd 
Amendment militia risen to a struggle to 
preserve the God Given rights of 
Americans as tasked to the militia in 
the very words of the 2nd Amendment. 
In short, not until now has the Militia 
been really needed. 
 The purpose of the 2nd 
Amendment will become crystal clear in 
days to come when Patriots must stand 
unbowed before the tyrant. But to the 
patriots today, the "tyrant" is viewed in 
its classical sense, scenes of colonists 
standing before the British Crown army. 
What is coming will be nothing like that! 
 There is something coming 
that will not come from Congress, but 
something that Congress will not halt. 
That, being the rise of socialism and 
the extreme left agenda being 
furthered, not by the central 
government, but rather by a growing 
number of small, insignificant players 
who represent and speak for the 
"oppressed." One minority female in 
the House of Representatives is fueling 
the flames of hatred at the local, 
cobblestone level; and there, among 
the unthinking masses, lurk 
provocateurs, dissipaters, and 
instigators that are able to command an 
army. An army best described as "anti-

American" standing against its enduring 
culture and history. True, all cultures 
change over time and America is no 
different, but forces are amassing that 
want to change everything dramatically 
in a very short period of time. 
 The push is already 
creating friction where culture clashes 
occur. Islamic "sub-states" are 
emerging within our basic fifty, 
demanding to be independence of the 
"infidels laws."  
 Debating is futile. We see 
the threat, but not objectively enough. 
Not until now, has the real purpose of 
the militia become crystal clear. The 
threat against America is being 
unleashed on several fronts at this very 
time. Every foundation that holds 
America together is being ravished by 
the waves of Social Democrats, 
globalists, and evil cabals and factions 
moving behind the veil of Washington 
Politics, and seeping inevitably into the 
fabric of our land.  
 Morally and spiritually, we 
are being cut free from the moorings of 
our culture, traditions, laws and 
common history... We are adrift on the 
sea of multiculturalism, situational 
ethics, transgenderism, humanism, 
ecumenism and every prevailing wind 
of social disintegration. Even the Pope 
is gladly sharing his pulpit with a pagan 
god! The battle we face will be BOTH 
SPIRITUAL and CARNAL. We are 
fighting for the life of our children and 
their's to have a chance to live free. 
 Next month Part 2, “Enter 
Donald Trump” 
        -- Facebook post March 7, 2019 
 

Beyond State Control: 
Improvised & Craft-produced 

Small Arms 
By Dean Weingarten 

 U.S.A. –-(Ammoland.com) 
Review: Beyond State Control: 
Improvised and Craft-produced Small 
Arms and Light Weapons. G. Hays and 
N.R. Jenzen-Jones, 136 pages. 
 Published on the Internet, 
November 4th, 2018 by the U.S. State 

Department Office of Weapons 
Removal and Abatement, Beyond State 
Control is a study of improvised, 
homemade, and craft-produced 
firearms and light weapons from 
around the world. 
 It defines a floor beyond 
which gun control is no longer effective. 
If people desire small arms, they will be 
able to obtain them by home 
manufacture. 
 This is a well researched 
and comprehensive paper, useful 
reading for every student of citizen 
disarmament, or “gun control.”  
 In the UK, some 80 per cent 
of all guns used in crime in 2011 and 
2012 were improvised, craft-produced, 
or converted; in São Paulo, Brazil, 48 
per cent of the sub-machine guns 
recovered during the same period were 
homemade; and in Indonesia, 98 
percent of the guns confiscated from 
robbery suspects in 2013 were 
homemade. 
 Making factory produced 
firearms difficult to procure creates 
strong incentives to produce firearms 
beyond state control, aka the Firearms 
Black Market. The vast majority of 
improvised and craft produced 
weapons are used by criminals. 
 In the U.S., homemade and 
craft-produced guns are primarily made 
by hobbyists for technological interest 
and ideological reasons. 
 Beyond State Control 
excludes the study of 3D printing 
technology and 80% receivers, though 
they are mentioned in passing. 
 The paper covers 
improvised ammunition and light 
weapons such as mortars, grenade 
launchers, Rocket Propelled Grenades 
(RPGs) and recoilless rifles. There is 
an excellent section on improvised and 
craft-produced sub-machine guns on 
pages 76-83. The pictures are worth 
the attention of any student of 
population disarmament. 
 Many of the books, 
magazine articles, and other 
publications containing instructions for 
the manufacture of improvised and 
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craft-produced weapons are readily 
available via the Internet. Home 
gunsmiths and hobbyists post technical 
know-how and techniques related to 
home gunsmithing and the 
manufacture of arms on YouTube and 
other social media platforms. Various 
armed groups in Iraq and Syria, for 
instance, have posted videos focused 
on the design and construction of anti-
materiel rifles (ARES, 2018). 
 The Second Amendment 
and the First Amendment support each 
other. Both are essential to limited 
government. 
 If people desire small arms, 
their desires will be met by improvised 
and craft-production.  If they do not 
want small arms, no controls are 
necessary. -- Ammoland Inc.  
November 28, 2018  
 
ATF Prosecutes Ohio Man for 

AR Pistol with Brace 
By Joseph Albanese 

 Legal accessories added to 
an AR pistol landed an Ohio man in hot 
water with the Bureau of Alcohol, 
Tobacco, and Firearms. 
 In U.S. v. Wright (3:18-CR-
16), an Ohio man is charged with a 
series of violations regarding 
accessories he added to a Sharps 
Bros. AR-15 pistol known as The Jack. 
The ATF alleges that the added parts 
created a Short Barreled-Rifle, which 
the defendant did not register as 
required by the National Firearms Act. 
 The equipment that brought 
about the alleged infraction included a 
Maxim CQB Pistol AR 15 PDW brace, 
Stark Express angled foregrip, and a 
flash suppressor that added about two 
inches to the 7.75-inch barrel. These 
items were all previously approved by 
the ATF's Firearms and Ammunition 
Technology Division. 
 Luckily the jury returned a 
not guilty verdict after a short 
deliberation.  
 The U.S. Attorney's Office 
for the Northern District of Ohio even 
went as far as trying to bar the approval 
letters from the ATF's Firearms and 
Ammunition Technology Division from 
being used in court. The trial pitted ATF 
Firearms Enforcement Officer Eve E. 
Eisenbise as an expert witness for the 
government against the defendant's 
expert Richard Vasquez, a former 
employee of the Firearms and 
Ammunition Technology Division. 
Eisenbise held that the Maxim Defense 
extension was a shoulder stock, while 
Vasquez, and the jury, contended it 
was not. 

 The Prince Law Offices blog 
(blog.princelaw.com/2018/10/28/atf) 
went as far as saying the U.S. 
Attorney's Office invented the charges 
'out of whole cloth,' completely 
fabricating the entire basis for the case. 
-- www.range365.com     Oct. 30, 2018 
  
Why Western Nations Should 

Never Tolerate Islam 
By Bill Federer 

 When America became 
independent, it was no longer covered 
by the British extortion tribute payments 
to Muslim pirates.  
 In 1786, Thomas Jefferson 
wrote to William Carmichael regarding 
Tripoli’s demand for tribute payment: 
“Mr. Adams and I had conferences with 
a Tripoline ambassador, named 
Abdrahaman. He asked us thirty 
thousand guineas for a peace with his 
court.” 
 When Jefferson asked the 
Muslim Ambassador what America had 
done to offend them, he reported to 
John Jay, March 28, 1786: “The 
ambassador answered us that it was 
founded on the laws of the prophet, it 
was written in their Qur’an, that all 
nations which had not acknowledged 
the Prophet were sinners, whom it was 
the right and duty of the faithful to 
plunder and enslave; and that every 
mussulman (Muslim) who was slain in 
this warfare was sure to go to paradise. 
He said, also, that the man who was 
the first to board a vessel had one 
slave over and above his share.” 
 [It is claimed that] Islam is a 
religion of peace, but the Islamic 
definition of “peace” is different. To 
someone raised in Western Civilization, 
“peace” is achieved when different 
groups get along. In Islam, “peace” is 
when everyone is submitted to Allah. 
Essentially, to a fundamental Muslim, 
“world peace” means “world Islam.” 
 A moderate Muslim believes 
the world will submit to Allah later, 
maybe in the distant future or at the 
end of the world, and since it is so far 
off, they are not preoccupied with it and 
are non-violent.  
 A fundamentalist or “Islamist” 
Muslim believes the world is supposed 
to submit to Allah now, and they are 
excited to help make it happen.  
 Another word with a different 
definition is the word “innocent.” In 
Islam, it is wrong to kill the innocent, 
but the definition of innocent is a faithful 
follower of the way of Allah. Those who 
reject fundamental Islam are not faithful 
followers, therefore they are not 
innocent. [According to the Holy 
Qu’ran]:  

“Allah loveth not those who reject Faith” 
(Sura 3:32) 
“Be ruthless to the infidels” (Sura 
48:29) 
“Make war on the infidels (Sura 9:123; 
66:9) 
“Fight those who believe not in Allah” 
(Sura 9:29) 
“Kill the disbelievers wherever we find 
them” (Sura 2:191) 
 In 1795, Muslim Barbary 
Pirates of Algiers captured 115 
American sailors. The United States 
was forced to pay nearly a million 
dollars in ransom. At one point, nearly 
20 percent of the U.S. federal budget 
was used to make extortion tribute 
payments to the Muslim pirates. A 
Treaty of Tripoli in 1798 failed.  
 Immediately after Jefferson 
became president in 1801, Barbary 
pirates demanded $225,000, plus an 
annual tribute of $25,000. When 
Jefferson refused, the Pasha (Lord) of 
Tripoli declared war. Jefferson sent 
U.S. frigates to the Mediterranean to 
protect American shipping. 
 The First Barbary War, 1801-
1805, was America’s first war after the 
Revolution. The Second Barbary War, 
1815, gave rise to the Marine Anthem: 
“From the halls of Montezuma to the 
shores of Tripoli.” The curved Marine 
sword is from the confiscated Muslim 
scimitars, called “mamluke” swords. 
Marines were called “leathernecks” for 
the wide leather straps worn around 
their necks to prevent being beheaded, 
as Sura 47:4, states: “When you meet 
the infidel in the battlefield, strike off 
their heads.”  
 Brought to you by 
AmericanMinute.com 
     -- www.wnd.com  February 15, 2019 
 Ed.: The Barbary Wars lasted 
from 1801-15, ending American tribute 
payment to the Barbary States. 
Europeans continued to pay tribute 
until the French conquered Algeria in 
1830. 
 

My American Creed 
By Dean Alfange 

 I do not choose to be a 
common man. It is my right to be 
uncommon. I seek opportunity to 
develop whatever talents God gave me 
– not security. I do not wish to be a 
kept citizen, humbled and dulled by 
having the state look after me. I want to 
take the calculated risk; to dream and 
to build, to fail and succeed. I refuse to 
barter incentive for a dole. I prefer the 
challenge of life to the guaranteed 
existence; the thrill of fulfillment to the 
stale calm of utopia. I will not trade 
freedom for welfare nor my dignity for a 



handout. I will never cower before any 
earthly master nor bend to any threat. It 
is my heritage to stand erect, proud 
and unafraid; to think and act myself, 
enjoy the benefit of my creations and to 
face the world boldly and say – “This, 
with God’s help, I have done.” All this is 
what it means to be an American. 
 

‘Second Amendment 
Sanctuary Counties’ 

 SAN JUAN COUNTY, N.M. 
(KRQE) - Three more counties have 
declared themselves Second 
Amendment Sanctuary Counties. San 
Juan, Lincoln and Eddy Counties have 
all adopted the resolutions, Tuesday. 
 At the San Juan County 
meeting, hundreds of people filled the 
room. These counties now join Quay, 
Curry, Union and Socorro Counties 
who pledge not to enforce certain new 
gun laws if they pass the state 
legislature. 
 The New Mexico Sheriff's 
Association has been vocal against the 
gun bills, including one that would 
require background checks on all gun 
sales. It says the laws would be 
unenforceable and punish law-abiding 
citizens. – February 20, 2019 
 Breitbart News reported 
February 10 that “29 of New Mexico’s 
33 sheriffs signed a statement against 
a red flag law, universal background 
checks and other gun controls being 
pushed by the state’s Democrat 
lawmakers.”   
` FoxNews reported February 
11: “Some sheriffs in several 
conservative Washington counties 
have refused to enforce the state’s 
sweeping restrictions on semi-
automatic rifles until the courts decide 
whether they are constitutional. 
 The November measure 
raised the minimum age for buying 
semi-automatic from 18 to 21, requires 
buyers to first pass a safety course and 
added expanded background checks 
and gun storage requirements. The 
National Rifle Association and the 
Second Amendment Foundation filed a 
lawsuit in federal court arguing the 
measure is unconstitutional. 
 Sheriffs in twelve, mostly rural, 
counties have decided not to enforce 
the law until the courts decide on the 
challenge, including Grant, Lincoln, 
Okanogan, Cowlitz, Douglas, Benton, 
Pacific, Stevens, Yakima, Wahkiakum, 
Mason and Klickitat. The police chief of 
Republic followed the sheriffs’ route. 
 “I swore an oath to defend 
our citizens and their constitutionally 
protected rights,” Grant County Sheriff 
Tom Jones told the Associated Press. 

“I do not believe the popular vote 
overrules that.”  
 

Case challenging interstate 
handgun purchase bans 

appealed to SCOTUS 
By Chris Eger 

 A challenge to the federal 
law prohibiting handgun sales to out-of-
state residents has been docketed with 
the nation’s highest court. 
 The legal challenge came 
from a Washington, D.C. couple who 
tried to buy handguns from a federally 
licensed firearms dealer in Texas but 
could not due to federal law adopted in 
the 1960s. The couple joined with the 
Citizens Committee for the Right to 
Keep and Bear Arms, arguing that 
since the advent of federal background 
check systems the law makes little 
sense. 
 “The ban on interstate 
handgun sales was adopted prior to the 
advent of the National Instant Check 
System that is now in place,” said Alan 
Gottlieb, CCRKBA chair. “The Hansons 
have essentially been denied the ability 
to legally purchase a handgun from a 
licensed retailer because of this 
prohibition.” 
 Lower courts have held that 
handguns often have additional 
regulatory pitfalls in many states, and 
that gun dealers cannot be expected to 
be familiar with the law used in distant 
areas. 
 First filed in a Fort Worth 
federal court in 2014, the FFL dealer 
could have shipped handguns bought 
by the couple in Texas to D.C.’s only 
FFL that handles interstate transfers 
but that dealer charges $125 per 
transfer in addition to shipping costs 
and other fees. With that, the plaintiffs 
argued the law — which does not apply 
to rifles or shotguns — stymies the 
entire interstate handgun market 
because it prejudices handgun sales 
and artificially inflates prices as not all 
dealers are willing to perform interstate 
transfers, and when they do there is 
are typically extra costs involved. 
 U.S. District Court Judge 
Reed O’Connor in 2015 agreed saying, 
“the federal interstate handgun transfer 
ban is unconstitutional on its face.” 
 O’Connor’s ruling was 
subsequently overturned earlier this 
year by a three-judge panel of the U.S. 
5th Circuit. The court followed up by 
narrowly voted 8-7 in July against 
setting that ruling aside and holding a 
retrial before the full circuit, thus 
queuing up the current challenge to the 
Supreme Court. 

 The plaintiffs in the case are 
represented by noted Second 
Amendment attorney Alan Gura.-- 
www.guns.com November 28, 2018 
 

Smart Cities for Dumb 
Humans 

By Jacob Siegel 
 An interesting thing 
happened recently in the ongoing saga 
that is Google’s attempt, through its 
subsidiary Sidewalk Labs, to build a 
private, fully surveilled microcity inside 
of Toronto. The privacy expert Google 
had hired to assuage concerns over the 
dangers of a neighborhood built to 
collect data on its inhabitants, has 
stepped down. 
 A year into Google’s efforts 
to build a mini “smart city” on Toronto’s 
waterfront, Ann Cavoukian, the former 
privacy commissioner for the province 
of Ontario, announced that she was 
leaving her role as a consultant for the 
project. “I imagined us creating a Smart 
City of Privacy, as opposed to a Smart 
City of Surveillance,” she explained in a 
letter. “Your personal information, your 
privacy is critical,” Cavoukian has said. 
“It is not just a fundamental human 
right. It forms the foundation of our 
freedom.”  
 This is how Google makes 
money: It collects data on people, 
places, and patterns of activity, on 
which it then runs advanced algorithms 
designed by some of the smartest and 
most innovative coders and engineers 
in the world, to create targeted 
advertising or to optimize efficiencies in 
processes. The whole digital economy 
runs on the creation of these 
information monopolies.  
 All the smart algorithms and 
advanced artificial intelligence 
applications to set the temperature in 
your house, deliver the right search 
results, find the best sales, warn you of 
impending health complications, or 
save energy costs at your business—
every optimized facet of our big 
optimized world depends on getting 
that data. It’s the fuel on which the 
whole thing runs. 
 “In a lot of ways Facebook is 
more like a government than a 
traditional company,” future internet 
world president and current Facebook 
CEO Mark Zuckerberg has said. After 
the deal with Toronto was struck, the 
feeling at Google according to former 
executive Eric Schmidt was,“Oh my 
God! We’ve been selected. Now, it’s 
our turn.” 
 Whether or not most people 
consciously want to transition from 
democracy to some kind of digital 



technocracy, we seem to be collectively 
urging it on by asking the tech 
companies to take on more 
responsibility for the regulation of public 
life.  
 In the end, you can have your 
privacy or your smart city but you can’t 
have both. 
    -- tabletmag.com  October 14, 2018 
 

Stricter Gun Laws Haven't 
Made Communities Safer 

from Mass Shootings 
By American College of Surgeons 

 A trauma research team 
has developed a profile of 
commonalities among communities 
where mass shootings have occurred 
that includes a shortage of mental 
health professionals, a relative lack of 
socialization opportunities, higher rates 
of income inequality, and relatively high 
housing costs. 
 While the study found that 
states with strict gun laws have less 
overall violent crimes, it also found 
these states actually have a higher risk 
of mass shootings. 
 The findings were 
presented today at the American 
College of Surgeons Clinical Congress 
2018 in Boston. 
 The study, led by Stephen 
F. Markowiak, MD, of the University of 
Toledo (Ohio), used data from the FBI, 
the U.S. Census, Centers for Disease 
Control, National Institutes of Health, 
and Robert Wood Johnson Foundation 
to study social factors of communities 
where 155 mass shootings in the U.S. 
occurred. 
 This study defined mass 
shootings as those with four or more 
fatalities, excluding those with a clear 
motive, such as robbery or gang-
related activities. 
 The study found that states 
with the strictest gun laws had a 53 
percent greater risk of mass shootings. 
"The counties that have strict gun laws, 
such as California and New York, 
actually have a high incidence of these 
multiple-shooting events, even when 
you control for urbanicity," Dr. 
Markowiak said. "Our data agrees that 
stricter gun laws are associated with 
less overall violent crimes. It's just that 
these multiple-shooting events appear 
to be an exception to that rule." 
 Researchers identified two 
types of gun laws having a correlation 
with a lower incidence of multiple 
shootings: mandatory reporting of 
mental health records to the National 
Incident Criminal Background Check 
System and restrictions on open carry 
of firearms. Dr. Markowiak hesitated to 

conclude that these laws have a 
protective effect in preventing mass 
shootings.  
 Access to mental-health 
professionals is one of the key 
determinants of communities at risk of 
mass shootings. "[Fewer] mental health 
providers per capita appears to place 
more urban communities at risk," Dr. 
Markowiak said. 
 Another key social 
determinant of at-risk communities was 
[fewer] social interactions per person.  
 The researchers also noted 
that people in at-risk communities 
engaged in less leisure-time physical 
activity, had a higher incidence of 
overcrowding or lack of utilities, and 
had a higher ratio of income inequality. 
 The study pointed to a need 
for better national record keeping. "We 
know that research in the area of gun 
violence has been stifled dating back to 
the early 1990s due to Congressional 
inactions," he said, referring to the 
Congressional mandate that bars the 
CDC from studying gun crimes. 
 But the study also points to 
a need for more community 
involvement. "If we focus on making 
our communities healthier places 
where people have access to doctors 
and healthy spaces, and we restore a 
sense of community, then I think we 
may be less likely to see these mass 
shooting events occurring," Dr. 
Markowiak said.  
-- www.insurancejournal.com October 
23, 2018  
 

Gun Control and a Doctor’s 
‘Lane’ 

By Marc Siegel 
 Like anyone else, a 
physician may speak his mind. But 
doctor groups are in no position to 
provide policy guidance to legislators. 
 As a practicing physician, I 
am interested in limiting bad habits that 
undermine my patients’ health and lead 
to life-threatening events. This is why I 
am against fast-food bacon 
cheeseburgers. 
 But imagine if I had the 
power to ban hot dogs and control 
automobile emissions. I am not an 
expert on either. I do not guide public 
policy or restrict my patients’ lives. Nor 
should I. I am no position to provide 
mandates. This is not my “lane.” 
 The same holds true for gun 
control. When it comes to gun policy, 
we doctors are not experts, including 
groups like the American College of 
Physicians, which last month updated 
its firearms policy by offering restrictive 
strategies intended to “help reduce 

firearms-related injuries and deaths by 
keeping guns out of the hands of those 
at risk of harming themselves or 
others.” The ACP went on to suggest 
that physicians need to provide 
guidance to legislators. 
 When did the ACP become 
experts on gun control? The answer is 
they aren’t. The fact that most ACP 
members favor stricter gun-control 
legislation does not automatically put 
them in a position to guide legislation; 
nor does the fact that physicians have 
to treat the devastating injuries that a 
gun can inflict. Certainly a forensic 
psychiatrist, say, is entitled to his or her 
professional opinion that those with a 
violent or significant mental-health 
history should be excluded from owning 
guns, but that’s as far as it goes. 
 Further, there is some 
evidence that guns per se aren’t always 
the public-health problem as much as 
the culture of violence that surrounds 
their use. In England and Wales, for 
example, where gun-control laws are 
much stricter than here, homicides 
were up 15 percent in 2017. 
Meanwhile, here in the U.S., gun crime 
is far lower than it was a quarter-
century ago. 
 The NRA reacted to the 
ACP’s position paper, cautioning this 
prominent group of internists to “stay in 
their lane.” Physicians fought back with 
a Twitter storm of gory photos of gun-
wounded patients with the hashtag 
“#thisisourlane.”  
 We can all agree that 
violence is tragic. But that doesn’t 
change the basic equation when it 
comes to who makes policy. We 
physicians (and physician groups) are 
entitled to our opinions, while gun 
owners continue to have the right to 
bear arms. Guiding legislators on gun 
control is not a physician’s proper lane. 
Treating victims of gun violence does 
not automatically make physicians 
experts in what causes gun violence or 
which weapons should be allowed. 
 Lawmakers should be 
guided by the facts. Gun violence and 
the factors that precipitate it require 
further study. Lawmakers also must 
uphold both of the first two 
amendments to the Constitution. 
 We doctors, meanwhile, 
must treat the sick and wounded and 
can speak our minds freely, but we 
should recognize that we are in no 
position to provide official regulatory 
guidance on cars, fast food, or guns. 
Doing so undermines our credibility and 
basic identity. 
     -- nationalreview.com Nov. 29, 2019 
 



Crime Plummets After 
QuikTrip Stores Add Good 

Guys with Guns 
By AWR Hawkins 

 QuikTrip convenience 
stores added good guys with guns in 
Wichita, Kansas, and the results were 
so good that they are expanding the 
program to stores in other areas. 
 The NRA noted, “After 
implementing the new strategy at its 
Wichita, Kansas locations and seeing 
success, QuikTrip, the massive gas 
station and convenience store chain 
said it would expand the policy to other 
stores.” 
 KWCH reports that the 
good guys with guns will be armed 
security, but QuikTrip also left the door 
open to armed clerks in situations 
where the clerks “have previous 
experience and necessary licenses.”        
--www.brietbart.com Nov. 18, 2018 

 
Exclusive: Nation of Islam 

receiving cash to teach 
prisoners 

By Alana Goodman 
 The Nation of Islam has 
received at least $364,500 from the 
U.S. Bureau of Prisons and the 
Department of Justice between fiscal 
2008 and fiscal 2019, according to 
records reviewed by the Washington 
Examiner.  
 A black nationalist group led 
by Louis Farrakhan, the Nation of Islam 
preaches that white people are “blue-
eyed devils” and Jews are “the 
synagogue of Satan." 
 The funding was designed 
to provide "Nation of Islam religious 
services," to federal inmates. The 
Nation of Islam has been labeled a 
hate group by the Anti-Defamation 
League and the Southern Poverty Law 
Center.  
 Rep. Peter King, chairman 
of the House Homeland Security 
Subcommittee on Counterterrorism and 
Intelligence, told the Washington 
Examiner: "What Farrakhan preaches 
is hatred and anti-Semitism and racism, 
and to use any federal money for any 
group that’s he’s involved with that do 
any type of teaching or proselytizing is 
just wrong."  
 Mark Potok, a senior fellow 
at the Centre for Analysis of the 
Radical Right noted that a court ruling 
in 2003 prohibited federal prisons from 
banning Nation of Islam reading 
materials on First Amendment grounds. 
But he said this ruling doesn’t require 
the U.S. government to provide money 
to the organization.  

 The Bureau of Prisons on 
Wednesday declined to provide any 
details about the contracts. “Contracts 
are retained six years after final 
payment, so we are not able to provide 
details regarding the original contract," 
said a spokesperson.  
 The bureau cited a federal 
statute that said religious "materials 
shall not denigrate or disparage any 
other religion or religious groups.”  
 In 2010, the Senate Foreign 
Relations Committee released a report 
that found "as many as three dozen 
U.S. citizens who converted to Islam 
while in prison have traveled to Yemen, 
possibly for Al Qaeda training."  
 The Nation of Islam was 
founded in 1930 as a black nationalist 
offshoot of Islam, but Potok said many 
of its beliefs are seen as heretical by 
mainstream Muslims — including the 
group’s claims that white people are 
inherently evil and Nation of Islam 
founder Wallace D. Fard, or Wallace 
Fard Muhammad, is a deity. 
 "White folks are going down. 
And Satan is going down. And 
Farrakhan, by God's grace, has pulled 
the cover off of that satanic Jew, and 
I'm here to say, 'Your time is up. Your 
world is through,'" Farrakhan said in a 
speech last February.  
 One of the organization’s key 
texts, The Secret Relationship Between 
Blacks and Jews, claims that Jews 
were responsible for the transatlantic 
slave trade and rigged the world 
economic system to disenfranchise 
black people.  
 Verbon Muhammad, a Nation 
leader in Monroe, La., who received 
over $60,000 to “provide Nation of 
Islam religious services” told a reporter 
at the Louisiana News Star last year, 
“We don't allow white people in our 
meetings, period.” 
 The Nation of Islam did not 
respond to request for comment.  
 Farrakhan has implored his 
followers not to accept money from the 
U.S. government, saying in a Dec. 14, 
2013, statement: “If they offer you 
anything, look carefully into it, lest the 
Nation will no longer be tied to the 
principles that the Hon. Elijah 
Muhammad desired for us: to make us 
an independent nation on some of this 
Earth that we can call our own.”-- 
washingtonexaminer.com Dec. 19, 
2018 
 
Trump administration moves 

to ban bump stocks 
 WASHINGTON (AP) — The 
Trump administration Tuesday banned 
bump stocks, the firearm attachments 

that allow semi-automatic weapons to 
fire like machine guns and were used 
during the worst mass shooting in 
modern U.S. history when in October 
2017 a man opened fire from his Las 
Vegas hotel suite into a crowd at a 
country music concert, killing 58 people 
and injuring hundreds more.  
 The regulation gives gun 
owners until late March to turn in or 
destroy the devices. After that, it will be 
illegal to possess them under the same 
federal laws that prohibit machine 
guns. 
 Bump stock owners will be 
required to either destroy them or 
surrender them to the Bureau of 
Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms and 
Explosives. ATF has estimated that 
between 280,000 and about 520,000 
have been sold since 2010. 
 White House Press Secretary 
Sarah Huckabee Sanders said 
President Donald Trump was “once 
again fulfilling a promise he made to 
the American people.” Trump had 
promised the ban in March, saying the 
devices “turn legal weapons into illegal 
machines.”  
 The amended regulations 
reverse a 2010 ATF decision that found 
bump stocks did not amount to 
machine guns and could not be 
regulated unless Congress changed 
existing firearms law or passed a new 
one. Some members of Congress 
sought to ban bump stocks, but no 
legislation was passed. At least 10 
states have sought their own 
restrictions. 
 Gun Owners of America said it 
would file a lawsuit against the ATF to 
protect gun owners from 
“unconstitutional regulations.” 
 “These regulations implicate 
Second Amendment rights, and courts 
should be highly suspect when an 
agency changes its ‘interpretation’ of a 
statute in order to impair the exercise of 
enumerated constitutional rights,” the 
organization’s executive director, Erich 
Pratt, said. 
 The National Rifle Association 
called on the Justice Department to 
provide amnesty for gun owners who 
already have bump stocks.               
-- December 18, 3018 
 
Gunless synagogue attacked 
Murderer meets no resistance in 

Pittsburgh 
 Jews for the Preservation of 
Firearms Ownership denounces the 
mental attitude that insists people are 
safer if they are unarmed and 
defenseless, like congregants at Tree 



of Life synagogue in Pittsburgh during 
this recent tragedy on Oct. 27, 2018. 
 "How many mass-murder 
atrocities must we endure before the 
message finally sinks in," asked Alan 
Korwin, an award-winning author and 
consultant to JPFO. "People must 
understand that the same guns police 
use to protect you can be used to 
protect yourself," Korwin said, echoing 
the comments made by president 
Trump, who was attacked for making 
this common-sense observation. Jews 
are often hoplophobic or otherwise 
reluctant to bear arms, leading to 
deadly results. 
 Working with Rabbi Dovid 
Bendory, the former Rabbinic Director 
of JPFO (now, Rabbi Emeritus), Korwin 
co-wrote "Why Jews Hate Guns," 
detailing the many reasons Jews often 
adopt irrational positions that leave 
them vulnerable and living in fear. 
 "Jews cannot disarm 
themselves in synagogues or anywhere 
else for pacifist or utopian reasons 
because enemies will always seek to 
exterminate them. Even one armed 
Jewish man or woman in that 
synagogue could have made a positive 
difference," said Dov Marhoffer, a 
Holocaust concentration camp 
survivor and Advisory Board member 
to JPFO. He advocates for an armed 
and trained community for safety. 
"Jews have no choice except to 
assume personal responsibility for 
having and using firearms to protect 
their own lives, their families, and their 
communities," the same point made by 
the U.S. president. 
 One police officer on the 
scene, after the atrocity, reportedly 
noted that if any single person there 
had been armed, the damage could 
have been far less. No one there 
apparently had any means of defense, 
a common problem at mass murders 
(deliberately and inaccurately labeled 
"shootings" by mass media). 
 Now, the media is flaunting 
images of the suspect, which they 
know encourages copycats and 
unethically glorifies mass murder. They 
avoid saying murder, and instead 
imprecisely rely on the term shooting, 
denigrating America's second most 

popular participant sport, which 
reporters uniformly censor and detest. 
     -- JFPO press release Oct. 29, 1918 
 

Shall We Defend Our 
Common History? 

By Roger Kimball 
 Back in 1965, the Frankfurt 
School Marxist Herbert Marcuse wrote 
an essay called “Repressive 
Tolerance.” It is a totalitarian classic. 
Marcuse distinguished between two 
kinds of tolerance. First, there is what 
he called “bad” or “false” tolerance. It is 
the sort of tolerance that most of us 
would call “true” tolerance, the sort of 
thing your parents taught you and that 
undergirds liberal democracy. Second, 
there is what Marcuse calls “liberating 
tolerance,” which he defined as 
“intolerance against movements from 
the Right and tolerance of movements 
from the Left.” 
 So here we are. The old 
idea of tolerance was summed up in 
such chestnuts as, “I disapprove of 
what you say, but I will defend to the 
death your right to say it.” The new 
dispensation is: “I disapprove of what 
you say, therefore you may not say it.” 
 The Marxist-tinged ideology 
of the 1960s has had a few decades to 
marinate the beneficiaries of our free-
market society, steeping them in the 
toxic nostrums that masquerade as 
moral imperatives in our colleges and 
universities. Today we find the 
graduates of those institutions 
manipulating the fundamental levers of 
political and corporate power. 
 The [Confederate] 
monument controversy shows the 
susceptibility of “liberating tolerance” to 
fanaticism. And it reminds us that in the 
great battle between the partisans of 
freedom and the inebriates of virtue, 
freedom is ultimately negotiable – until 
it rouses itself to fight back. At stake is 
nothing less than the survival of our 
common history.-- Excerpted from 
Imprimis    Feb. 2019 
 

Illegal Immigration Under 
Trump Projected to Surpass 

Obama Era Levels 
 President Trump is 

projected to oversee the largest flow of 
illegal immigration at the US-Mexico 
border since former President Bush’s 
administration in FY 2008, surpassing 
every year of crossings under former 
President Obama. 
 As Breitbart News reported, 
more than 76,000 border crossers 
attempted to enter the U.S. in the 
month of February — the most 
apprehensions of illegal border 
crossers and migrants in this month in 
12 years. 
 While Trump’s  
administration expanded the Catch and 
Release program last month and 
Department of Homeland Security 
(DHS) Secretary Kirstjen Nielsen 
focuses her attention on cybersecurity 
and terrorism issues, the U.S. is 
projected to see a level of illegal 
immigration this year that will surpass 
every year of illegal immigration under 
Obama. 
 Princeton Policy Advisors 
researcher Steven Kopits estimates 
that there will be about 775,000 illegal 
border crossings this year. This would 
indicate that Trump’s overseeing of the 
crisis at the southern border would 
reach Bush era levels of mass illegal 
immigration. 
 Kopits expects up to half a 
million border crossers will successfully 
enter the country through the border 
this year, nearly doubling what illegal 
immigration was in Obama’s last Fiscal 
Year. 
 Simultaneously, about 
224,000 Unaccompanied Alien 
Children (UAC) are resettled across the 
U.S. every half decade after arriving at 
the border. The resettlement policy, 
often used by MS-13 gang members, is 
expected to be exacerbated after 
Trump signed into law a quasi-amnesty 
for any illegal alien living in the same 
household with a UAC.  
 Today, the majority of the 
U.S.-Mexico border remains open. At 
the same time, the U.S. has continued 
funding border walls and border 
security programs in Pakistan, 
Afghanistan, Egypt, and Lebanon. 
          --www. breitbart.com/2019/03/05 
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